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Subject: The Vice President's -Speech of September 30 
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. ... . .^7„ re sdin» of the Vice President's speech — as I 
understand _irom the New York Times version that 'it was ‘ . 
delivered ':.%r-.^is -that the Vice ..Presiaentlwould in ^practice 
be'prepared to stop the bombing on the basis of almost 
eny indication that Hanoi would respect the DMZ. 

In short, although the wording of the speech is cer¬ 
tainly not totally clear, I would not read it as a cate¬ 
gorical statement that he wouxd stop -the bombing withouc 
anything whatever from North Vietnam. The fact that he 
would place "key importance" on the DMZ "before taking 
action" seems to me to point to this interpretation. 

At. t-he Same fci—e, the thrust of the discussion would 
be to confine whit he would need froe North Vietnam to 
the DMZ, and to evidence in. this respect. 

At a later point, in the speech, the Vice President 
speaks of "taking account of Hanoi's actions and assur¬ 
ances of prompt good faith negotiations I wfculd not 
read ini_o this a - ny additional rc<juireBciit. 

PLe.ifi.Ly, the Vice President would tkLnk in te«mt e£ 
resuming the bombing in tke event of faith" on the 

part of tke North Vietnamese. 


The above are of course siaipLy verbal. interpretations 
1 have no personal evidence — direct or indirect, by deed 
or word — as to the meaning that may have been intended 
by the Vice President or by those who participated In fckc 
drafting of the speech. I do believe that its meaning L s 
reasonably cleat In the sense 1 have summarized it above. 
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William P. Buady 















